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No. XVI. 



tO THE 



EDITORS OF THE ANTI-UNION. 



GENTLEMEN, 

INCE the di.fcuffion of a Legiflatlve Union with 
Great Britain has been forced upon us, I will conde- 
fcend, without combating every flffertion, or needlefs- 
ly repeating what others have faid, to notice a few par- 
ticulars upon which fome writers fecm to place their 
firmed confidence. The Union with Scotland is their 
grand example, and to make it appofite to the prefcnt 
cafe they boldly aflc-rt, that, " in the fituation which 
Scotland held previous to the Union does Ireland (land at 
prefent," and from thence they infer, that as Scotland 
advanced in improvement fmce the Union, fo muft Ire- 
land iii a fimilar degree-. 

This argument being founded on the aflumption of a 
fact, I may prefumeto hope, that if the fact fails, the 
conclufion will vanifh. 'I will therefore undertake fo 
demonftrate to the conviction of the moll unlettered 
mind, that Ireland docs not (land at prefent in the fi- 
tuation which Scotland held previous to the Union. 

I might admit (tho' the fact is denied by the beft 
Scotch writers,) that the Union has been of advantage 
to Scotland, and that every circumftance of reafori, po- 
licy, and common fenfe confpire to "recommend the 
meafure to each country, and that it was finally accom- 
plifhed to the happinefs of both. For thefe affertions it is 
,not neceffary for my argument to controvert, therefore 
I fhall not expatiate Upon thefe topics, but come at 
once to the point which it is my duty to eftablifh. - 

Theconfideiation of this fubjefit naturally falls into a 
two-fold divifion :— -ift. What was the ftate of the trade 
of Scotland previous to the Union ? 2d. What was her 
conftinnion ? — Every collateral circumftance may be 
reduced to one or other of thefe. Agriculture and ma- 
nufactures will be involved in the examination of com- 
merce: The internal polity, and domtftic adminiftra- 
tion maybe included. in the furycy ofthe conftitution. 

Before the Union, Scotland had no vent for her 
black cattle, a confutable article with all the land- 
holders • whereas fhe now drives great numbers of them 
annually into England-, they could not be exported to a 
more diftant country •, for the foil of Scotland is too 
poor, and though ilie may breed great numbers, fhe 
cannot prepare them for an immediate market ; fhe 
therefore fends them lean into England, where they are 
fatted ; fo that without this intervention of a better fpi), 



they muft remain ufelefs upon the hands of the grazier 
Such was Scotland before the Union— Can any man fay 
that fuch /'/ the cafe of Ireland ? 

Look here upon this picture, and on this. 

Ireland ! whofe foil is fo rich as to excite the jea- 
loufy of the Englifh farmer ; wbpfe land has been de- 
fcribed as flowing with milk and honey, and whofe high- 
eft hills fupply nurture. 

Have you eyes ? 
Could you on t ! 1 i - fair mountain leave to feed, 
And batten on this moor ? 

The Scotch now export the (kins and wool of their 
fheep in kind and manufacture ; whereas before the 
Union they could only fend the raw material into En- 
gland, and receive it manufactured from thence. 
There was a prohibition ngainft exporting plaids, which 
immediately after the Union was taken off, and they 
are now become a cortfiderable article of trade. The 
wonderful improvements that have obtained in their 
tiflieries, which have given not only employment and 
food, but wealth, to fuch a number of inhabitants, 
muft appear too evident to need recital. A people ex- 
tremely poor, receiving no benefit from external traf- 
fic, nor reaping the advantage of a wealthy connexion, 
Cannot undertake, much lefs carry on, any ccnfidera i 
ble manufacture. This was the cafe with Scotland j 
but by the Union, her exports were augmented; fhe 
fince that receives the fpe6ie of England, and fhe is 
thereby enabled to improve her linen manufacture, 
which Ireland muft fee with regret, has been encouraged 
in detriment to her's. Since the Union, Scotland has 
enjoyed the trade to the Plantations in'the moft extenfive 
degree :' before that fne was neither allowed to- partici- 
pate of the advantages arifing from the difcoveries of 
others, nor to reap the fruits of her own enterprifc.*-» 
I fay allowed, for thro' the combined prevalence of En- 
glim influence and Engli/hjealoufy, every attempt was 
defeated; fhall I mention their failure at Daricn?' 
Where was the boafted independency of their govern- 
ment — their feparate parliament"— and their extenfive 
reprefentation? They viewed with filent, but unavail- 
ing anguifh, the extirpation of their own offspring, and 
were involved in'the general bankruptcy which enfued: 
Since the Union, they have been in poffeillon of an un- 
limited, unreftrained trade, to the whole of the Britifb. 
Plantations, without having contributed to the expence 
of their eflablifhment. 

Here then let me paufe, and putting the two coun- 
tries again in juxta-pofttion, let me afk, Can any fimi'li* 
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tude be difcovered between the foregoing delineation of 
Scotland, and the prefent (late of Ireland. The former 
without a trade, particularly in the feveral articles I have 
enumerated, and with a parliament, either unable, or 
unwilling, to redeem her t The latter in the full en- 
joyment of a trade, and having a .-parliament, tho' not 
fopure perhaps, as might be wifhed, yet occafionally 
capable of virtuous exertion, to fecure their own inde- 
pendence, and the freedom of the country. If, after 
thiscomparifon, any man can command official, or fe- 
pulchral gravity, to.ehable him to repeat the affertion, 
I mud attribute it to the pertinacity of felf-opinion,, 
which is gratified with the. repetition of what no man 
■willbelieve. 

I now come to the fecond branch of the divifion, viz. 
What was the ftate of the Conftitution of Scotland, 
previous to the Union ? This can be briefly difpofed of; 
I have already obferved, that her parliament was inade- 
quate to the protection of her commerce. She had a- 
ieparate parliament it is true;, but her Lords were an 
overgrown ariftocracy, and her Commons were refera- 
ble dependants ;' nothing was regarded but the interefls 
of the former, and if their obftinate adherence to a par- 
ticular family, or their averfion to the Englifh nation, 
impelled them toarm's, the Commons followed with the 
alacrity of military discipline ; fuch was their conftitu- 
tion — military vaffalage, fubfervient to feudal power', 
■which rendered the country a conftant fcene of hopelefs 
calamity, arid barren forrow. 

Can it be faid, withany femblance of truth, ttiat fiich 
is the Conftitution of Ireland ? The Peers preferve the 
dignifiediauthority, tho' dripped of the dangerous pow- 
er of feudal Barons — the Commons fit in a feparate 
Jloufe, and exciufively originate the money bills ; while 
the people have rifen into confequence and wealth. 
Other improvements mull neccflarily ante in the pro- 
grefs of time, if. her government would, fmcerely en- 
deavour to fecure the blefljngs of peace. 

Upon this part of the fubj,e6t, the abettors of Union 
are involved in perplexity. An unqualified admiffion of 
the independence of the Irifh Parliament, would defeat 
their favorite plan : To acknowledge its fubmiflion to 
Britifh influence, would proclaim a. degree of turpitude 
fomewhere, which it is not thought fit to avow ; they 
have, however, chofen the latter ; and thofe who have 
mod ciofely examined the inmoff. recefles of Parliament, 
and are become familiar with its remoteft fprings'of 
action, proclaim to the world, with unabaflu-d effrontery, 
that the Iiifli Commons confift of two parties, " the 
mean and corrupt fubfervient s of the B R l T I s H C A B I- 
binet, and the allies of a Britifh. Faction." 

Perhaps 

" There needs no ghoft come from the gloomy grave to tell us this £'", 

but it is rather Angular that it lhould be fo openly 
avowed; For how barbarous that tyrant muft be, who 
aids contumely to oppreflion — who r not content with the 
unreftrained exercife of his authority, galls with infult 
the wretched Have of hia power^ and- with a refiaement 



of cruelty, hitherto nnpractifed, converts even the paf- 
five temper and fubmiflion of his fubject, into a topic of 
reproach ! This may prove too much for human na- 
ture to endure. Methinks I fee in the difmiflion of the- 
ancient and long-approved fervants of the crown, the 
reviving fpirit of former days. I hail it as an aufpicious 
omen ! I anticipate, from fuch (lubbom virtue, the 
fafety of my country. 



TO THE 



EDITORS OF THE ANTI-UNION.. 



Si fcelus admittas"dabitur mora parvula, Sara res 
Nota TJrbi et Populo. 

Jdveh al Sat. ioi 

GENTLEMEN. 

Y purpofe in now addrcfling you, is to declare a 
rooted, and I trufta well-grounded conviction, that the/ 
prefent parliament of Ireland, (cfpccially the popular 
branch of it,) has no right to accede to a meafure of the 
kind now in contemplation, fo as to produce an opera- 
tion more cxtcnfive, than merely upon the members 
themfelves who compofe it as individuals. I mean fi> 
far as to be. a mere declaration of their opinions on the 
fubject. As this is a .point which has already been- 
maintained, I will not recapitulate the arguments 
brought in defence of it by others, but urge one,, 
grounded upon a diftinction between the rights of the 
elector and rcprefentative, which fecms to me to be- 
neither ahftrufe nor metaphyseal, one, which I have 
not f^en before, hut which as it has had great influence 
upon rav mind, may pofiibly have fbme force upon the- 
minds of other men. 

It is certain according to the laws and constitutions 
of thefe kingdoms as they now ftand, that at ftated 
times, and occafionally oftner, all difference of reprefen- 
tative and elector ceales, and both parties then form one 
mafs of electors only. When this fituationof things 
occurs, it fhould fecm to theeyeofreafon contemplating 
what takes place upon fuch an occurrence, that the peo- 
ple when they proceed to create again do create, and tilt 
then, non-exiftant right, without parting with another 
right, which remains co-exiftant with that. They have 
conveyed a delegated right to the reprefentative, but the 
right of delegating ftill continues in I hem-. That right 
of delegating remains as ftrongly with, and is as much 
inherent in, the elector after his choofing a reprefenta- 
tive, as it was before his choice, or at the moment he 
was txercifing it. It is a right he cannot delegate, but 
certainly may otherwife part with. The right of choice 
muff be in him,: while he continues to be freeholder,. 
freeman, or burgefs. He can authorize no man living- 
to exercife that right for him. He cannot by any pof- 
fibility convey the ufe, and retain the right. It is per- 



